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Application/Control Number: 10/006,719 Page 
Art Unit: 2174 

DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 
148 USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for 
determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at 
issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 , 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 9, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 3, 1 5, 1 6, 1 7, and 1 9 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Schumacher et al. (US 654301 1 ) in 
view of Gallo et al (US 6636246) in further view of Microsoft Windows NT. 

In regards to claim 1 , Schumacher teaches installing one or more 
keyboard and mouse event listeners to a Java application implemented in a 
window, wherein the one or more keyboard and mouse event listeners follows 
movements of a mouse cursor (i.e. "There are different listeners for each 
category of event in Java. For instance, the MouseListener interface defines 
methods such as MouseClicked, MousePressed, and MouseReleased. In order 
to receive events from a component, an object adds itself as a listener for that 
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component's events." Column 6, Line 14); Schumacher does not teach attaching 
a custom glass pane to the window, wherein the mouse cursor is located in the 
window, and displaying a drag image approximate the mouse cursor using the 
custom glass pane. Gallo teaches, "Referring now to FIG. 4, an elevational view 
of a glass pane overlaying a sensory cue 18 is shown generally as 50. Glass 
pane 52 is a transparent surface, which is positioned over sensory cue 18 and 
within the boundary of a portal 16. Glass pane 52 is an active surface, which 
allows for various functions such as highlighting, sketching, and copying from 
other documents." Column 7, Line 58). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Schumacher with the 
teachings of Gallo and include a transparent glass pane to temporarily show the 
movement of the shadow movement of the window with the motivation to provide 
the user with an understanding of where the window is going to be placed. 
Schumacher and Gallo do not teach, wherein the drag image represents the 
dragged object and moves with the mouse cursor. Windows NT teaches 
displaying the semi-transparent image of an object that is being dragged wherein 
the image moves with the mouse cursor (See Figure 1 , Element 1 ). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Schumacher and Gallo with the teachings of Windows NT and include a 
method to show the shadow movement of an object with the motivation to give 
the user a better understanding of where the object is going to be moved to. 
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In regards to claim 2, Gallo teaches a method further comprising removing 
the custom glass pane from the window after the drag and drop operation (i.e. 
"Glass pane 52 can be cleared, at the user's option." Column 8, Line 2). 

In regards to claim 3, Gallo teaches a method wherein the displaying step 
includes repainting the drag image using the custom glass pane (i.e. "As will be 
understood by those skilled in the art, the glass pane 52 may be implemented as 
a transparent texture upon which the user can paint." Column 7, Line 64). 

In regards to claim 5, Schumacher teaches a method wherein the 
displaying step includes using a standard drag and drop application programming 
interface (API) specification (i.e. "In response to user input 610 on a component 
in applet 620, such as moving a mouse, a keystroke, or a drag operation, an 
event 630 is constructed and posted on system queue 650. System queue 650 
then dispatches this event to any applet listeners 640 on that component. The 
component's applet listeners 640 execute tasks according to the properties of 
event 630." Column 6, Line 31 ). 

In regards to claim 6, Schumacher teaches a method wherein the 
installing step includes installing the one or more keyboard and mouse event 
listeners at a global application level (Figure 6, Element 640). 

In regards to claim 7, Gallo teaches a method further comprising saving a 
currently installed glass pane in a storage device before attaching the custom 
glass pane to the window (i.e. "Should the user wish to have the current window 
saved as a new sensory cue 18 then a snapshot of the sensory cue is taken at 
step 126 and saved to be displayed in portal 16. At step 128 the associated 
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application is closed and the new sensory cue 18 is displayed in portal 16." 
Column 10, Line 28). 

Claim 9 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 10 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 11 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 13 is in the same context as claim 7; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 1 5 is in the same context as claim 1 ; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 16 is in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 17 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 19 is in the same context as claim 7; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 



Claims 4, 12, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schumacher et al. (US 654301 1 ), Gallo et al (US 6636246) 
and Microsoft Windows NT in further view of Doyle et al. (US 5251322). 
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In regards to claim 4, Schumacher, Gallo, and Microsoft Windows NT 
teach all the limitations of claim 1 . They do not teach a method wherein the 
displaying step comprises: detaching the custom glass pane from a previous 
window; and attaching the custom glass pane to a next window where the mouse 
cursor is currently located. Doyle teaches, "A client process 100 will call this 
routine to attach or detach a window (3DDC) to or from a graphics context 
(3DGC)." Column 50, Line 54). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Schumacher, Gallo, and 
Windows NT and include a method to detach and reattach a window with the 
motivation to achieve a high performance graphics workstation (Doyle, Column 2, 
Line 17). 

Claim 12 is in the same context as claim 4; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 18 is in the same context as claim 4; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 8, 14 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schumacher et ai. (US 654301 1 ), Gallo et al (US 6636246) 
and Microsoft Windows NT in further view of Berquist et al. (US 6151021). 

In regards to claim 8, Schumacher, Gallo, and Microsoft Windows NT 
teach all the limitations of claim 1 . They do not teach a method further comprising 
reattaching a previously saved glass pane to the window after removing the 
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custom glass pane from the window after the drag and drop operation. Berquist 
teaches, "Thus, when the first note 914 is attached to the active window 906, the 
first note 914 becomes active, and when the first note 914 is attached to the 
inactive window 908, the first note 914 becomes inactive. When the first note 
914, which is inactive on the inactive window 908, is reattached to the desktop 
910, the first note 914 remains inactive." Column 15, Line 18). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Schumacher, Gallo, and Microsoft Windows NT with the teachings of 
Berquist and include a method to reattach previously saved windows, or glass 
panes, after a drag and drop operation with the motivation to provide the user 
with more flexibility handling different objects. 

Claim 14 is in the same context as claim 8; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 20 is in the same context as claim 8; therefore it is rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (703) 
305-8774. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except 
every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The 



Application/Control Number: 10/006,719 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2174 

fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 

KRISTINE KINCAID 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2100 



